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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Prosecution Application 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 20 January 2010 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or 
on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 17, 18, 24, and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Bertaccini (4,147,455). 

Regarding claims 17 and 18, Bertaccini discloses a support comprising: a structure (1) 
with a simple or lattice framework with foundations; an upper surface (3) tilted transversely with 
respect to the direction of the pipeline (2); and a pipeline (2) resting on the upper surface of the 
structure (1) (Figs. 1 and 2; column 3, lines 33 - 43). Examiner notes that the tilting of the upper 
surface as taught by Bertaccini would inherently create a downward lateral force acting on the 
pipelines, the magnitude of the force being a function of pipeline weight and the angle of 
inclination of the tilted surface. The lateral force acting on the pipeline of Bertaccini would 
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inherently predetermine the direction of transversal movement of the pipelines on the upper 
surfaces of the supports. 

Regarding claims 24 and 26, Bertaccini further discloses the final section of the upper 
surface of the support is counter inclined (wedge 10) (Fig. 1). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bertaccini in 
view of Recalde (5,533,834). Bertaccini discloses all of the limitations of the above claim(s) 
except for funnels. Recalde teaches funnels (lateral deflector plates 532S, 532P) (Fig. 26; 
column 23, lines 39 - 42) to counter greater lateral loadings that tend to laterally displace a pipe 
positioned on a pipe support structure. It would have been considered obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, to have modified the structure as disclosed by 
Bertaccini with the lateral deflector plates as taught by Recalde to counter greater lateral loadings 
that tend to laterally displace a pipe positioned on a pipe support structure. 

6. Claims 20 - 23, 25, and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bertaccini. 

Regarding claim 20, Bertaccini discloses all of the limitations of the above claim(s) 
except for at least part of the structures on the carrying structure are removed after the pipelines 
have been rested on the upper surfaces. It would have been considered obvious to one of 
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ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, to have modified the structure as 
disclosed by Bertaccini to include removable structures so that the support structure can be used 
at multiple locations within the support system to meet the design requirements of a given 
scenario. 

Regarding claims 21 and 22, Bertaccini discloses all of the limitations of the above 
claim(s) except for the range of inclination angles. Where the range of article sizes disclosed in 
the prior art envelopes the recited range, and there is no showing of criticality of the recited 
range, such recited range would have been one of ordinary skill in the art. In re Reven, 390 F.2d 
997, 156 USPQ 679 (CCPA 1968). 

Regarding claims 23 and 25, Bertaccini discloses all of the limitations of the above 
claim(s) except for the upper surface of the support has either a constant inclination or a 
succession of sections with a varying inclination alternating with horizontal stretches. Examiner 
takes official notice that the inclination(s) of the upper surface of the support is selected to 
provide controlled lateral movement of the pipeline on the support structure for a given scenario 
as a matter of design choice within the skill of the art. 

Regarding claim 28, Bertaccini discloses all of the limitations of the above claim(s) 
except for an upper surface coated with material having a defined friction coefficient. It would 
have been considered obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have modified the structure as disclosed by Bertaccini with a coated upper surface of the 
support to define a friction coefficient that provides for controlled lateral movement of a pipe 
section on the support structure, the coefficient being defined to meet the design requirements for 
a given scenario. 
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Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed 20 January 2010 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues that the cited references do not teach or suggest "the tilting creates a 
lateral force acting on the pipelines, in relation to the weight of the pipelines and an inclination 
angle of the upper surfaces, which predetermines a direction of a downward transversal 
movement of the pipelines on the upper surfaces of the supports." Examiner replies that the 
claims do not require the pipeline to be positioned on the support prior to the tilting of the upper 
surfaces of the supports on which the pipeline rests. Therefore, if the pipeline of Bertaccini were 
placed on the upper end of the supports (end adjacent pulley 15) after the supports were in 
position, the pipeline would experience a downward transversal movement of the upper surfaces 
of the supports until said pipeline came to rest against the upper surface of the wedge (10) (Fig. 
1). Furthermore, even if the pipeline of Bertaccini were laid on the support adjacent the upper 
surface of the wedge, the pipeline would still experience a lateral force acting thereon that pushes 
said pipeline against the wedge. Claim 17 only requires that the tilting of the support 
predetermines a "direction of a downward transversal movement" of the pipeline and does not 
require the pipeline to move in a downward transverse direction relative to the support. 

Applicant argues that Bertaccini generates a system at a stable equilibrium where the 
forces acting on the pipeline compensate each other in the case of buckling by giving a resulting 
force equal to zero. Examiner replies that the claims do not require a resulting force that is not 
equal to zero. Even though the system of Bertaccini is at a stable equilibrium, the pipeline would 
still experience a lateral force acting thereon that pushes said pipeline against the wedge, there 
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would just be an equal and opposite force applied to the pipeline. The claims do not preclude an 
opposing force being applied to the pipeline. Thus, the system of Bertaccini meets the claim 
limitations. 

Applicant argues that a pipeline resting on the support system of Bertaccini never 
experiences a downward movement. Claim 17 only requires that the tilting of the support 
predetermines a "direction of a downward transversal movement" of the pipeline and does not 
require the pipeline to move in a downward transverse direction relative to the support. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SEAN D. ANDRISH whose telephone number is (571)270-3098. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Fri, 7:30am - 5:00pm, Alternate Fri off, EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Bagnell can be reached on (571) 272-6999. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Sunil Singh/ Sunil Singh 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3672 Primary Examiner 

Art Unit 3672 

SDA 

4/26/2010 



